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Dear Dr. Nichols, 

-four letter of 10/5 has been forwarded. We -have flioved, live in the midst 
of chaos, and for a little while longer my work will be interrupted, but not completely. 

A hasty glance at your suggestions indicates they ore helpful. 

Orx ycur Medical World Mews letter, without handicap of scientific qualifica- 
tion, I thihk it is possible to argue that Halpern is wrong on disclosures of ether than 
bullet-wqund data simply because this was a President and by the time the scientific 
tests were completed, rumors of the wildest sort were rampant, With. a Presidential 
murder thess are inevitable and within the anticipation of public authority. Further 
end please do nd>t use this, the Xannedys waived ail such rights. l n the autoosv of a* 
President there should pie no secrets. " 

Your MWN paragraph on the a : topsy authorization is technically correct but 
not precisely so, for the name of ths widow was typed in, as wss that of Captain v enada. 
The only signature was that of RFK. 

If you add my finding of this authorization, I'd suggest you leave in what 
you have and add that 1 found only a misfiled, remote copy. I think it is important 
that it be understood that this authorization does not exist in the numerous files of 
.vhieh- it should be part, that it does exist in the archive to the murder of a President 
only a s an accident. 

Do you think you een delete from the fourth page the last sentence of the 
carryover paragrsph’I think it ®an be confusing end misleading and misused, including 
against you, in the /future, for there were no Kennedy reservations stipulated in the 
authorization. I think this amounted to sanction, particular because this was the autopsy 
of both a murder and a President. I think it not essential to 7 /our thought. 

Again in confidence. Admiral Burkley is more than the physician to whom 
’’the complete proctocol had been submitted by the Ngyy pathologists..." and the Presi- 
dent’s physician, tie was at the autopsy. He initiated and used the word "approved” where, 

I am confident, you would not have. I huv- just obtained a Xerox of what is described 
as one of the original copiesof the autopsy, of whach record of eight exist. 1 hsve been 
prodding in my own way on this and on other things. I think I have a Xerox of' a Xerox at 
the very best, but it is much more distinct. He initiated several places. And he wrote 
notes on some of the appended papers (nothing not in published evidence/. I have not yet 
had a chance to really study these new papers. I hope I will remember to write- you sgain 
£fter - uo. - leel there is considerable significance in the annotations per se and in 
context, either or 'bdth. I feel this particularly because in PST MORTEM \ identify 23 
competent autopsy witnesses (aside from Slfeert and O'Neill) not callivA.ll civilians were 
yu.t out and kept out of the autopsy rooml 

As your work will be delayed, so will mine* The ?T sca vengin.?” has been less 
rerminebative than it is touted, and I doubt I can risk the additional debt for the im ed- 
iate printing of POST MORTEM because of the greater than ever pressure to suppress. All 
sorts of nasty things have been happening to PHOTOGRAPHIC WHITEWASH in commercial channels, 
hey never stopped with the first two books. Dell apparently _has been reached because they 
have yet to give me even the a eco dating on the first hook dfcMln April! In short, we sre 
without income and are well saddled with debt. This involves a minimum of an additional 




debt of $3,500. When. I consider tbs uninterrupted pace at which I have been going for 
more than three years, I w aider if i dare subject my wife to its potential. I have made 
no final decision. I think it is vital that the book appear. as soon as possible. I will 

go ahesd and get ready for that. It will be a little time before we can complete the 

retyping of the ms for offset, ^erhaps by then I will here made the decision, or perhaps 
by then a fairy or a foundation (all I’ve approached have declined or not answered) will 
appear, and with the appearance, these problems will disappear. 

Aside from the obvious and quite comprehensible ressono for my desire to 
preserve the benefit from my work for ourselves, it- is also an essential, for we have 
made a trenenduous investment in it and it i s only from it that we can hope to bail out. 

However, customarily make what - have available to those ^ think I can trust. I also 

believe that particularly on this su’ojec is 13 vita 1 to share knowledge. Therefore, 
if you can get here, prior to publication, I will give you access to all have. That 
may not be feasible. As an alternative, 1 have an indistinct spare copy of the ms that 
my artist is reading, rather slowly. The Washington office of- the Times of London has 
asked to see it when he finishes. After that, if you’d like, you can read it. It lacks 

only the postsrcipt I have drafted and to which I will ad... I cannot redo the ms to 

work my newest discoveries in. 

There is a third alternative that may or may not be feasible. As soon as my 
third book, which will be the fourth in. order of appearance, does come out, the small 
publisher is sending me on a brief tour. If the possibility of my getting on l y in a 
major area existed, I am confident he would send me there. This, I think, soul-i also be 
the case with a paid lecture. If either of these things is possible, Kansas City is not 
far out of the wey, ncV~ is St. ^ouis, for I'm to go to both Hew Orleans and Chicago, 
ferhaps, were- this to eventuate', we could, get together and talk for a while. 

My initial hunch has now become my firm belief, that the most vital missing 
evidence is not the pictures and X-rays, essential as they are. out the autopsy notes, 
which were not destroyed. 1 may yet smoke them out, but, if they are as contrary to the 

official account as is possible, may not pa» Recently, x thought I’d get them, x am 

not stopping, will make another effort today. 

Yotir handwritten postscript is justified but i think it is premature, on 
the basis of what we know, to say that "In suppressing xks part of the autopsy report, 
did not B chert Kennedy, censor the Warren Report'* " i have contrary evidence on the 
pictures and X-reys, evidence Indicating that RFAC did not refuse them to the Commission 
and, in fact, was willing for the Commission to have tbsm under what, from his point of 
view, were not unreasonable conditions. I’ll tell you mors of this when we meet or in 
the book, whichever is first. 



Sincerely 




